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1 Copies of the Minutes of the Federal Open
Market Committee meeting of January 30-31, 1996,
which include the domestic policy directive issued
at that meeting, are available upon request to the
Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve System,
Washington, D.C. 20551. The minutes are published
in the Federal Reserve Bulletin and in the Board’s
annual report.

not represent a determination by the
Board that the proposal meets or is
likely to meet the standards of the BHC
Act.

Any comments or requests for hearing
should be submitted in writing and
received by William W. Wiles,
Secretary, Board of Governors of the
Federal Reserve System, Washington,
D.C. 20551, not later than April 26,
1996. Any request for a hearing on this
proposal must, as required by section
262.3(e) of the Board’s Rules of
Procedure (12 CFR 262.3(e)), be
accompanied by a statement of the
reasons why a written presentation
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing,
identifying specifically any questions of
fact that are in dispute, summarizing the
evidence that would be presented at a
hearing, and indicating how the party
commenting would be aggrieved by
approval of the proposal. The notice
may be inspected at the offices of the
Board of Governors or the Federal
Reserve Bank of New York.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, April 9, 1996.
Jennifer J. Johnson,
Deputy Secretary of the Board.
[FR Doc. 96–9206 Filed 4–12–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6210–01–F

Federal Open Market Committee;
Domestic Policy Directive of January
30-31, 1996.

In accordance with § 271.5 of its rules
regarding availability of information (12
CFR part 271), there is set forth below
the domestic policy directive issued by
the Federal Open Market Committee at
its meeting held on January 30-31,
1996.1 The directive was issued to the
Federal Reserve Bank of New York as
follows:

The information reviewed at this
meeting suggests that the economy has
been growing rather slowly in recent
months. Nonfarm payroll employment
continued to expand moderately in
December, and the civilian
unemployment rate remained at 5.6
percent. Industrial production increased
only slightly further in the fourth
quarter. Growth of consumer spending
was modest, on balance, over the past
several months. Housing starts
rebounded in November from a sizable
October decline. Orders for nondefense

capital goods point to a moderation in
the expansion of spending on business
equipment, and nonresidential
construction has risen appreciably
further. The nominal deficit on U.S.
trade in goods and services narrowed in
October from its average rate in the third
quarter. There has been no clear change
in underlying inflation trends.

Most market interest rates have
declined somewhat since the Committee
meeting on December 19. In foreign
exchange markets, the trade-weighted
value of the dollar in terms of the other
G-10 currencies has risen further over
the intermeeting period.

Growth of M2 and M3 strengthened in
December and January. From the fourth
quarter of 1994 to the fourth quarter of
1995, M2 expanded in the upper half of
its range and M3 grew at the upper end
of its range. Growth in total domestic
nonfinancial debt has been moderate in
recent months, placing this aggregate
near the midpoint of its monitoring
range for the year.

The Federal Open Market Committee
seeks monetary and financial conditions
that will foster price stability and
promote sustainable growth in output.
In furtherance of these objectives, the
Committee at this meeting established
ranges for growth of M2 and M3 of 1 to
5 percent and 2 to 6 percent
respectively, measured from the fourth
quarter of 1995 to the fourth quarter of
1996. The monitoring range for growth
of total domestic nonfinancial debt was
set at 3 to 7 percent for the year. The
behavior of the monetary aggregates will
continue to be evaluated in the light of
progress toward price level stability,
movements in their velocities, and
developments in the economy and
financial markets.

In the implementation of policy for
the immediate future, the Committee
seeks to decrease slightly the existing
degree of pressure on reserve positions,
taking account of a possible reduction in
the discount rate. In the context of the
Committee’s long-run objectives for
price stability and sustainable economic
growth, and giving careful consideration
to economic, financial, and monetary
developments, slightly greater reserve
restraint or slightly lesser reserve
restraint would be acceptable in the
intermeeting period. The contemplated
reserve conditions are expected to be
consistent with moderate growth in M2
and M3 over coming months.

By order of the Federal Open Market
Committee, April 5, 1996.
Donald L. Kohn,
Secretary, Federal Open Market Committee.
[FR Doc. 96–9210 Filed 4–12–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6210–01–F

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION

Disclosure Requirements and
Prohibitions Concerning Franchising
and Business Opportunity Ventures

AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission.
ACTION: Invitation to Comment on
Requested Exemption from Trade
Regulation Rule.

SUMMARY: The Commission is requesting
public comment with respect to a
request from Freightliner Corporation
for an exemption from the requirements
of the Franchise Rule.
DATES: Written comments will be
accepted until June 14, 1996.
ADDRESSES: Comments may be filed in
person or mailed to: Secretary, Federal
Trade Commission, 6th Street and
Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.,
Washington, D.C. 20580. Requests for
copies of the petition and the Franchise
Rule should be directed to the Public
Reference Branch, Room 130, (202) 326–
2222.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Myra Howard, Attorney, PC–H–238,
Federal Trade Commission, 6th Street
and Pennsylvania Avenue, NW.,
Washington, DC 20580, (202) 326–2047.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
December 21, 1978, the Federal Trade
Commission promulgated a trade
regulation rule entitled ‘‘Disclosure
Requirements and Prohibitions
Concerning Franchising and Business
Opportunity Ventures’’ (16 CFR Part
436) (‘‘the Rule’’). In general, the Rule
provides for pre-sale disclosure to
prospective franchisees of important
information about the franchisor, the
franchise business and the terms of the
proposed franchise relationship. A
summary of the Rule is available upon
request from the FTC Public Reference
Branch, Room 130, FTC Headquarters
Building, 6th Street and Pennsylvania
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20580.

Section 18(g) of the Federal Trade
Commission Act provides that any
person or class of persons covered by a
trade regulation rule may petition the
Commission for an exemption from
such rule, and if the Commission finds
that the application of such rule to any
person or class of persons is not
necessary to prevent the unfair or
deceptive act or practice to which the
rule relates, the Commission may
exempt such person or class from all or
any part of the rule.

Freightliner Corporation filed a
petition for exemption pursuant to
Section 18(g) on November 18, 1994.
Briefly stated, Petitioner alleges that an
exemption should be granted to
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1 Bus. Fran. Guide (CCH) ¶ 6389 at 9561 (Aug. 27,
1979). See also 16 CFR § 436.2(a)(3)(iii), exempting
from consideration as ‘‘required payments’’
payments under § 436.2(a)(2) within the first fix
months after the commencement of operation of the
franchisee’s business totalling less than $500.00.

1 Copies of the Complaint and the Decision and
Order are available from the Commission’s Public
Reference Branch, H–130, 6th Street and
Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Washington, DC 20580.

1 Copies of the Complaint and the Decision and
Order are available from the Commission’s Public
Reference Branch, H–130, 6th Street & Pennsylvania
Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20580.

Freightliner because: (1) Freightliner
dealers are sophisticated business
persons; (2) prospective dealers and
their advisors have more than adequate
time to review the dealer agreement and
other information before executing a
dealer contract; (3) given their levels of
experience and sophistication,
prospective dealers will be well-
acquainted with the truck industry and
all relevant facts about the dealership;
and (4) automobile dealer associations
have supported, or not opposed,
previous exemption petitions.

In August 1979, the staff of the
Commission issued an ‘‘informal staff
advisory opinion’’ under Section 1.1(b)
of its Rules of Practice, 16 C.F.R.
§ 1.1(b), stating the staff’s conclusion
that ‘‘in accordance with the facts
represented by Freightliner in its
request for an advisory opinion,’’
‘‘dealerships sold by Freightliner * * *
would be exempt from the rule for lack
of the required payment mandated by
Section 436.2(a)(2) of the Franchise
Rule, 16 CFR § 436.2(a)(2).’’ 1 A staff
advisory opinion is not binding on the
Commission, but a decision to grant the
Petitioner’s current request effectively
would continue to excuse Freightliner
from compliance with the Franchise
Rule, albeit by exemption rather than by
a determination that the Rule by its
terms does not apply.

Freightliner now requests an
exemption from the Rule. It argues that
recent changes in its business practices,
in particular, its current requirement
that dealers purchase for operation of
their businesses certain computerized
software priced over $500.00, have
brought the company within the scope
of the Rule. See Letter to Donald S.
Clark, Secretary of the Commission,
dated January 18, 1996, from William L.
Monts III, counsel to Petitioner. A
complete presentation of the arguments
submitted by Petitioner appears in the
petition as supplemented by the letter to
Mr. Clark from Mr. Monts. Both the
petition and the supplemental letter
may be obtained from the FTC Public
Reference Branch, Room 130, 6th Street
and Pennsylvania Avenue, NW.,
Washington, DC 20580, during regular
business hours.

In assessing the present exemption
request, the Commission solicits
comments on all issues germane to the
proceeding, including the following: (1)
Is there any evidence indicating that
Petitioner may engage in unfair or

deceptive acts or practices in the offer
and sale of truck franchises? (2) If not,
is it in the public interest to exempt it
from coverage under the Franchise
Rule?

Interested parties may submit written
data, views or arguments on any issues
of fact, law or policy that may bear on
the requested exemption, whether or not
these issues have been raised by the
petition or this notice. Comments may
be submitted within sixty days of the
date of this notice and should be
addressed to the Secretary of the
Commission, 6th Street and
Pennsylvania Avenue, NW.,
Washington, DC 20580. Comments
should be marked ‘‘Freightliner
Franchise Rule Exemption Comment,’’
and two copies should be submitted.

By direction of the Commission.
Donald S. Clark,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 96–9275 Filed 4–12–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6750–01–M

[Docket No. C–3634]

Phillips Petroleum Company, et al.;
Prohibited Trade Practices, and
Affirmative Corrective Actions

AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission.
ACTION: Consent order.

SUMMARY: In settlement of alleged
violations of federal law prohibiting
unfair acts and practices and unfair
methods of competition, this consent
order requires, among other things,
Phillips Petroleum Company, an
Oklahoma-based corporation, to modify
the acquisition agreement so that 830
specified miles of pipe and related gas
gathering assets within the Panhandle
counties are not included in the sale of
Enron assets to Phillips. The consent
order also requires Phillips, for 10 years,
to notify the Commission before it
acquires more than five miles of gas
gathering pipeline located within the
Panhandle counties from any one
person during any 18-month period; and
requires Enron, for 10 years, to notify
the Commission before it can sell any of
the 830 miles of pipeline assets
excluded from the challenged deal to
Phillips or to Maxus Energy
Corporation.
DATES: Complaint and Order issued
December 28, 1995.1
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ronald Rowe, FTC/S–2602,
Washington, DC 20580, (202) 326–2105.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
Tuesday, September 12, 1995, there was
published in the Federal Register, 60 FR
47376, a proposed consent agreement
with analysis in the Matter of Phillips
Petroleum Company, et al., for the
purpose of soliciting public comment.
Interested parties were given sixty (60)
days in which to submit comments,
suggestions or objections regarding the
proposed form of the order.

Comments were filed and considered
by the Commission. The Commission
has ordered the issuance of the
complaint in the form contemplated by
the agreement, made its jurisdictional
findings and entered a slightly modified
order in disposition of this proceeding.
(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; sec.
7, 38 Stat. 731, as amended; 15 U.S.C. 45, 18)
Donald S. Clark,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 96–9276 Filed 4–12–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6750–01–M

[Dkt. C–3625]

Port Washington Real Estate Board,
Inc.; Prohibited Trade Practices, and
Affirmative Corrective Actions

AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission.
ACTION: Consent order.

SUMMARY: In settlement of alleged
violations of federal law prohibiting
unfair acts and practices and unfair
methods of competition, this consent
order prohibits, among other things, a
New York brokerage service from
restricting the use of exclusive agency
listings, fixing commission splits
between listing and selling brokers,
restricting or prohibiting members from
holding open houses or using ‘‘For
Sale’’ signs, restricting brokers from
advertising free services to property
owners, and excluding from
membership brokers who do not operate
a full-time office in the territory served
by the Board’s multiple listing service.
DATES: Complaint and Order issued
November 6, 1995.1
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Michael Bloom or Alan Loughnan, New
York Regional Office, Federal Trade
Commission, 150 William St., 13th
Floor, New York, N.Y. 10038. (212) 264–
1207.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
Wednesday, July 12, 1995, there was
published in the Federal Register, 60 FR
35907, a proposed consent agreement
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